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strategized, is being pushed. The grass-
roots organizations that are pushing
for this legislation are pushing it be-
cause they are part of the anti-abor-
tion part of this country’s population.

The reason they do that is because
for the last 30 years abortion has been
legal in this country and because the
courts have said that, particularly in
the early stages of a woman’s preg-
nancy, the choice of what to do with
that pregnancy is hers. It is well-estab-
lished law.

How do you defeat that? You do not
bring an amendment to the floor to
change the Constitution in that regard.
That is not popular in this country. So
we bring bills like this, which are de-
signed to come in the back door, and
try to define a fetus as a human being,
a full person.

This is brought here for the purpose
of abortion politics to establish in law
under the guise, under the obviously
compelling notion that we want to pro-
tect women against violence, when its
purpose is really quite otherwise.

If those Members who are really in-
terested in solving this problem will
support the Lofgren amendment, this
really does get tough on those who
would assault a pregnant woman; it
does get tough, and does not have the
ulterior motive of trying to play abor-
tion politics with something as critical
as a woman’s assault.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The Chair would remind
all Members that it is not appropriate
under the rules of the House to refer to
our guests in the gallery.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. BRYANT).

Mr. BRYANT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
bill. One of the reasons to address a
comment made by the prior speaker
about there are not crimes like this
being committed out there, I want to
cite the March edition of the Journal
of the American Medical Association,
which published a study revealing that
the leading cause of death among preg-
nant women in the State of Maryland
was not health-related ailments, but
rather, murder.

This is not simply a case that might
occur on Federal property, but it cov-
ers a range of potential offenses where
it is important for that unborn child to
be recognized, and if injured or killed,
appropriate punishment be given for
that unborn child as well as the preg-
nant mother. In kidnapping cases, that
is a Federal offense; in drug deals gone
bad, bank robberies, and even the most
recent example of Oklahoma City and
the terrorism there, and the fact that
there were three unborn children killed
in that.

This type of violent act is exactly
what H.R. 503 is designed to hopefully
deter. We can maybe deter some of
these offenses from taking place, and if
necessary, if they occur, to appro-
priately punish them.

This bill will correct the failure of
both Federal and military law to treat
a criminal assault against a pregnant
woman as an additional crime per-
petrated against the unborn child. Cur-
rently, as has been said numerous
times today, even one who purposely
kills an unborn child, who sets out to
kill that unborn child, has not com-
mitted a Federal crime, as the law now
stands.

Let me make three additional points,
if I could, very quickly. This is not an
abortion vote. The sky is not falling on
the issue of pro-choice pro-life. I do not
understand why people come up here
and stand and say that this is an abor-
tion vote. I respect their opinion; but
in reading the bill, I do not understand
it.

Someone maybe can connect the dots
for me on this, because if this bill is
wrong, it is unconstitutional. It does
not square with Roe v. Wade. This bill
is not going to overturn Roe v. Wade;
this bill will be held unconstitutional
with Roe v. Wade being cited. So if
there is a problem there, this bill is not
going to overturn Roe v. Wade. It will
be the other way around.

This act specifically excludes abor-
tion, an abortion procedure consented
to by the mother. It also specifically
excludes any action by the mother
which results in harm to the unborn
child. So all these South Carolina cases
and other cases that have been cited
would not apply here. They are not
covered.

To me, it should not matter whether
one is pro-choice or pro-life, one ought
to be able to support this bill. As has
been mentioned several times already,
this definition is something that is not
new to this House. Last year we voted
417–0 to prohibit the death penalty
being given to a pregnant woman. We
use that same definition.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to remind
my friend, who is a former member of
the Committee on the Judiciary, who
assured us that Roe v. Wade was not
under attack, well, most people under-
stand that it is under attack. That is
why the National Abortion and Repro-
ductive Rights Action League is op-
posed, Planned Parenthood Federation
of America is opposed, the National
Abortion Federation is opposed, the
National Women’s Law Center is op-
posed.

Does the gentleman think they do
not understand this bill very much? I
think they do.

The National Partnership for Women
and Families, they are opposed. The
Center for Reproductive Law and Pol-
icy, they are opposed. The American
Civil Liberties Union, they are op-
posed. The Feminist Majority, they are
opposed. The American Association of
University Women, they are opposed.
The National Family Planning and Re-
productive Health Association, they
are opposed. The American Women’s
Medical Association, they are opposed.

The National Coalition Against Domes-
tic Violence, they are opposed. The Na-
tional Council of Jewish Women, they
are opposed. The National Organization
for Women, they are opposed. The Phy-
sicians for Reproductive Choice in
Health, they are opposed. The People
for the American Way, they are op-
posed.

Now, they do not understand what
the Members are trying to do, do they?
They do not get it? They have mis-
understood the bill of the gentleman
from South Carolina? All of these orga-
nizations, a dozen of them, they should
relax, Roe v. Wade is not under attack.
The gentleman in the well on the Re-
publican side just told us so. It is okay.
Relax.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY).

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today in
opposition to H.R. 503.

As the mother of a pregnant daugh-
ter and the mother-in-law of a preg-
nant daughter-in-law, a proud grand-
mother of Isabel and Eve, the sense
that somehow I do not understand the
incredible mystery and magic and holi-
ness of a pregnancy because I do not
support this legislation, I really resent
that very much.

We look forward in our family to wel-
coming these two new babies, and a
crime against my daughter or daugh-
ter-in-law would be absolutely dev-
astating, and even more so because
each is pregnant. We all agree on that.

That is the part that I do not get. We
all do agree that we need to change the
law to add penalties because a crime
against a pregnant woman is really
devastating. Why can we not agree on
that? We have the Motherhood Protec-
tion Act, the Lofgren amendment, that
does just that, it increases the pen-
alties. It is not their bill or no bill. We
could agree that we should increase the
penalties.

I am happy to connect the dots for
the gentleman on why this is an anti-
abortion bill. It creates personhood for
even a fertilized egg equal to that of a
woman. That does not make any sense.
Even if she does not know she is preg-
nant, that fertilized egg now has equal
value to her.

We should create law that recognizes
that this is a devastating crime, and
we should increase the penalties if my
daughter or my daughter-in-law is vio-
lently assaulted. We agree on that.

Why do we not, then, move forward
as a body in agreement that we should
pass this amendment? It does not de-
tract. In fact, it increases the deterrent
against violence against women at a
time when more violence than other
times occurs. Pregnancy is an incen-
tive for violence against women. That
is when it occurs more.

Let us get together and pass the
Lofgren amendment.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES).
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